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Changes In Tha W^xd^Ag Of Cutllnaa 
^ Fall To Reduca Photogtapha* Offanalvenaaa 



.Navapapars ara publishing worm photographa than avar bafora, anla^lng tha 
photographs and using aora color In an affort to attract aora rM^rs. But few 

h iuldelinels-are available to help editors decide i^lch photographs Lre aost Ibaws- 

\ ■ ■ '! ' / ' ■ ' ; ■ ' - . 

liorthy and which photographs ar* oost likely to Interest and to please their 

readers. ' ""'-'•-.^^ 

Becauj^e soaa nevrswarthy ^hotograp2l upaat rather than plaaaa readara~ 
aapeclally photographa of human grief » hufllla^tlon, nudity, violence, Injuriea 
and death — editora also, need to know more about the methoda that^ sight be> uaed 
to minimize readers* complaints about the publication of thoaa typea of 
photografphs • / I 

Prevlouis research -haa demonatrated the value and popularity of photographa. . 
Schvamm and White found that, "Reading of newa picturea apparently begins aa earl 
aa comica, but increases (Instead of falling off aa cottica do) after 15, reaches 
peak la middle life and ressalna relatively high."^ Swanaon found that onlyjl^J^l 
of t^e peraona who read a newapaper vUl read a typical riawitAiitory,' but that 51.7 
wlll|look at a typical photograph.^ Similarly, Larkln, Grotta aiid Stout found th 
six df the newapaper readera 21 to 34 yaiira old, and 422^ 6f the older readera, wa 
newspapers to publish more photographs. ; 
ipp^ MacLean and Kao explain that, **A good pictura»«.oaa tell^ a^lpt«^faat~and vl 
a big wallop that the readera won*t forget.** However, MaeLeian and Kao alab found 



thats "We have practically no research on how ve can ^est make 6r select those 
*(tPod* pictures to do such Jobs for us* Despite the thousande of readership and 
audience studies ^ editors and photographers still have to pretty much fly^y the 



seat. of their ptots.v.."^ 

MacLean and Hazard did find clear-cut differences In the preferences of men 
am women. Photographs* Impact and popularity also seem to vary with readers* 
educational levels ^ incomes, ages and races. Furthermore: ^.certain types of 
content-^anlmals, people, s^enei^y^ and highly topical news Items^are well liked 
and hlghljr read. Pictures of war, destruction, de'ath arouse great intensity and 
are highly read, but apparently are not well liked by most people."^ 

Previous 8!:udljB(a also have reported that editors and readers generally i^ree^ 
on which photographs 4re most Interesting and newsworthy; ^ "Principal exception 
came on dramatic and gniesomd photos. Editors seemed more tolerant of violence, 
but readership was divided.. ..Generally^ readers preferred feattire pictures, while 
editors prefer freeh, hard news phqtos." 

^ ThG problem of taste is especially difficult. Newspapers normally do not 
publisKs^tographs ^at show fronttfl nudity, cfa^cene gestures, bloody injuries or 
the bodies of persons thei; readers might know. Editors also are critical of 
phbtographs that are obviously / 'contrived~that are posed rather than spontl^aieous. 
l^ut there ais exceptions. While Judging photogra^fA^ editors seem* to apply the rul 
that^ Vif it* 8 a 4tg story, and the picture teils i;c, print.it."® Thus, some 
photographs are- so obviously newsworthy that editors set aside other consideratloni 
such as their pLopularity and tastefulness, ^without much £bate. / 

For example: hundreds of editors published the photograph of Lee Harvey 
Oswald clutching at 4is stomach after he was shot by Jack Ruby in the basement of 
a Dallas police station. Photographs taken in Vietnam showed a 73-^year-K)ld monk 
engulfed in flames and the chief of the South Vietnamese National Police, firing a 



pistol Intb the brain of a hal^aaa cAptlva. - 

NawsplBpara from Boatop to Tokyo alao publlahad a oirlaa of photographa vhlch 
abowad^ flraaan attempting to raacua a young wonan and a 2-yaar^ld child from 
a Boaton f Ira aacapa. Tba woman plungad to bar death irtien the fire eacape coUapaed^ 
and the Jibllcatlon of those photogr^ipha **ralaed'many troubling queatlona end 
aroused ajigry ^spouses, ^on newspaper readera."^ 

Reedkra accuaed the newspapera of cheap joumallan^ voyeurlam^ Insenaltlvlty^ 
Irresponsibility 9 need^as sensetlonallam» enr Invaalon of peraonai pVlvacy, Mnd a 
^ateleei diapiay of ^humaa^tragedy to sell newspapers .^^ • 

Bsqiilre columnist Nbta Ephron reaponded thats "They deserved to be printed 



because they are great plctureat breathtaking plcturea of something that happened. 
That they disturb readera la exactly aa It should bes that*a why photojouraallam 
Is often more powerful than written Joumallam." An editor at The Waahlngton Poet 
added that the primary criterion uaed to Judge a photogtaph of death la "the 
importance of the n^wa event." Another news executive wagered that. If the woman 
had survived, there would heve been very little reaction. "The picture would not 
have changed," he explained, "but the fact of death Is what reached Into the mlnda 
and feelings of readers. "^ 

A similar debate aroae after newspapers published photographa of eight American 
commandoa who died while trying to rescue the 52 hostagea from Iran. Headers aald 
photographa of^ the comoumdos* charred bodies were dlstaateful and undignified and 
that they "did a dlaservlce to the .men who died and were cruel In their Impact on 
the famllleip of the dead." 

Thua, readers frequently object to photographa of crime, war^ deatructlon^ 
poverty, unhapplness, human suffering and death. Readers are alao concerned about 
the lasues of taate» privacy and human grief. Explicit photographs— -detailed 
closeups~seai meet likely to arouae their anger. EditOra, on the other hend» 



are wortu rfoncurMd abput photographs' ne\^8wat;f:hln^88:^. tHfelr power fulnesap 

slgnlfloance and effectlvenesa at tailing a ttoryi! 

The dabate raises three quastloi^a of Interest to photo editors. First p which , 

typos of photographs do readers consider most newswortjiy? And eecondp which types 
of phdtogrMphs do readers consider most offensive? Trevlous studies have already 
begun to examine both questions p but the r^esearph seems Incomplete.' -Some variables 
have not yet been examined; Moreover, previous studies have not considered a third 
and potentially more important queiit;lon: If editors can accurately predict tl^at 
certain newswprthy photographs will offend some of their readers p is there anything^ 
they can do to minimize: those rer.dersV complaints? 
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Methodolo; 



*, 

The authors isolated Z2 variables which have concerntid editors and readers pr 

which seemed likely to affect thdr responses to controversial photographs^ The 

• • ' ^ ■ ^' ■ * ' ' / 

vatiablea includedt a photograph's newness p genuineness p proximity and magaltifide; * 

a diaarter's cause (natural vs. man-^ade); a victim's agSp seXp race and frltodllness 

nudity; ^he exls'tence and extent of InJ-urias; and the presence or absence of guilt p 

Justification and grief. AlsOp some persons shoyn In the photographs were Identified 

■ • . ■ , ' W ' ^ ' ■ 

mora fully than others p and some persons were Identified as civilians while others 

were Identified: as firemen and soldiers. * 



i . 
> 



Several of the varisibjes were repeated with minor variations. For example: 

. " ; ^ ' ■ ' > X 

an accident victim might be iinlnjured^or Injuredp his injuries might be minor o 
serious^ and the victim might survive die.^ * ^ y; 

Ono of. the authors selected 22 phot9graphs-^ne to Illustrate each of the 22 
variables. \The tm o^her authors /revlewe^ his se^^lons l4l4q>endentlyp mod they ^ 
unanimously agreed with all 22 sei^c«fts< The pho^graphs irere Intentionally taken 
from anthologies of memorable and prlze^^nnlng plictfl^ea so six characteristics- 



frequently associated with news photos could be studied: the photos* tastefulnesSp 



nawMforthlnttM, alghlt^canca, pow^fulnw*, llkablllty and of f •nalvaaass . 

I • ■'- • 

Two cutllnea ware written for Mch photograph. Tho aocond cutllna chang^ « 

alngla word or phraao to altar raadara* percaptlona of tha najor varlabla undar 
con^l^ratlon. For axaapla: tha flrat cutllna might raport that an ac«l«^t' 
▼Irtlm was a nan, and the sacond cutljar^oj^ tha aama plkotograph might raport 
that the victim waa a woman. Tha flrat cutllna for another photograph might 
raport that tha victim waa Injured, and the aecond ^cutll^l might raport that 
the vlat^ waa killed: that^e lived nearby or far mjj, that he waa a criminal 
or an Innocent ▼^•^IPJ. th«t he w^ a black or a whl^'(See Table I). 

Thua, the authpra knew the ptetographa were powerfta, for example, but wanted 
^ determine whethii^ chaiigea In the. dutllnea of powerful^ pho^ogVapha would alao 
change the photo^prapha* Impact, dipecljaiy their perceived 'of f enalveneia . 

Coplea of all 22 photogirapha ware placed In enveWaa, and the photograpl^ 
In each envelope were arrangM In a different ^rd^r to eliminate any'blaa that 
might be oauaed by the primacy affect. A^p, the photogirapha In half the envelop^ 
(Group I) ware accompanied by the flrat aet of cutllnaa, axid the photographa In 
the aecond half (Group 2) were accompanlW by tha aacond aet^«£^utlinea. ^ 

The envelopes were distributed to the'atudenta enrolled lii two IntWuctory 
conmunlcatlona daaae^. Moat of the atudenta In both daaaea were no^jora. The 
reapoiulanta were aaked to arrange the 22 photographa In order, wjth the photograph 
they conalda^d moat offensive o^top, and tha photogripha they cotfaldarad progreaal 
leas offensive In order beneath It. A quaatlonnalre attached to each photograph 
asked the reapond^ts to r^te Ita taatefulneaa, newaworthlneas, significance, ^ 
llkablllty, offenalveneaa and powarfulneaa on 6-polnt acalaa. Tha reapondanta 
alao' were aaked, a newspaper editor received thla photograph,, ahould \im 
publlah It?" 



A 0aikirate questlonnalra asked reapondanta thalx Aga^ aax i(nd collage major. 
Finally/ five either quaetlona asked about t/belr normal madia paage: where tkey 
usually obtbaln Information abotj^t what's going on In. the. wor)(.d and how often they 
use newspapers^ television^ radio and magazines. 

All 22 photographs were apprpxlmately the same else and ware printed In black 
and white. To add to their realism^ tTie cutllnea we. a set In type and jirlnteid along 
with the photographs 9 so they resrembled actual newapaper dlpplnga. - Despite the ^ % 
P^lptpgraphs * controversial content ^ none of the respondents voiced any complaints 
about being aflijced to look at them, either during or after t;he study. ^ 

Three hypotheses w^re formulated to test the respondents* response to the 
va^a^les^ The hypotheses stated that: t 

ONE: Changes In the wording of a Aitllne have a algnlf leant Imp^t upon 
readers^ r^ponsfes to the content of a controversial or potentlllly 
offensive photograph. , 

TAOi, Women are more likely to be offended by^ controverslai photographs 
than jien. 

REEs^ Persons who rarely use the^ media are more lively to be offended by ^ 




controversial photoG^apha than p^sons who use the media more regularly 



Findings and Analysis 



A total of 33 respondents evaluated the first group of photographs, and 50 
respondents evaluated the second group. Flfty-K>ne of the respondents j/ere men, 
and 28 were women. The great majorltyr?-64— ^ere 25 o/ yotinger. Sljcteen were 
Jourrallsm majors, and 62 were not. Tne statistics do not always add up to 83 
because some respondents failed to answer all the queatlona about their age, 
sex, college major and me<|la usage. 



Th« Mann-Whltney U t«gt shows that ths rsspondmts In Group 1 and ths 
raspondt^s In Group 2 reactad dlffarantly to tha offanalvanaaa of only 4 of 
tha 22 photographs/ Two of thosa photographs shovad parsons who had apparantly 
baan Injur ad. Tha raspondants In Group 1 vrara told that tha vl-ctlna vara ^ 
"miraculously uniiijur ad" or^hat "nona of thalr Injurlaa vara aarlous." Tha 
respondents In Group 2 vara toldSrbaa^-il^a victims had baan injured » or that 
^helr injuriaa vara serious » and they cona^arad the photographs mora offensive 

The third photograph shoved a woman plunging to her death from tha fifth 

\ V 

floor of an Atlanta hotel. Tha reapondents in Group 1 vere told that tha photograph 
*^had b^^ taken recently » and they conaidered)it more offenaive than tha Group 2 
respondents » vt^ were told that the photograph had been taken 1^ 1946. The 
fourth photograph ^hoved a couple atanding on m California baach» and tha 
respondents told that the couple was seeking ahalter because of a storm rcotmliimr 
it less of fensive than respondents who vere told that^he coupli^*a 19-inonthrold 
aon^ ha^ j^^aC^ drovned^ * 

The differences betveen the reapondents in Group 1 and thn raspondenta in 
Group 2. vere significant at the .05 level for all four photographs. 

The mean rankings of the remaining photographs were not aignificantly different. 



Moreover^ neither group conaiatently ranked the photographa aa mora or less offensive 
than did the other group. The first hypothesis consequently fails » alnce aoma 
diffei;6nces could be expected to occur due to chance alone. "The firat hypotheais 
stated that» "Changes in the vord^Lng of a cutllna have a aignif leant impact upon 
readers* responses to the content of a controv4rsl^ or a potentially offensd^e 
photograph." 

The respondents obviously considered 8om% types of photographa more offensive 
than others. Becatise they were allka» the rankings of allj 83 raspo!(?^ts were 

. • ' ■ • ■ .'^ '^^ 

r 9 
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air«ragttd togathtr^ and th« oMum •cor«« tof thm 22 photograph^ ranged from a high 
of 14 • 7 to a lov of 5,8,* Tha hlghaat poaalbla acora vaa 22 » but It would hava 
occurrad only If all 83 raaponianta had conaidarad tha aasrit photograph aoat 
offanaiva. ^ ^ 

Am axpactady tha raapondanta conaidarad photographa of human auffarlng noat 
ffanaiva. Two photographa racaivad acoraa of 14,7; ona ahowad two accidant 
vlctlaa whoaa clothaa wara afira» and tha aacond ^howad Nav York datactivaa 
atandtng alongaida tha partlially covarad body of a hoodlum who had baan klllad 
by anothar hoodlum. 

Jpthar photographa conaidarad* Ij^hly offanaiva and thair mean acoraa Includadt 
Jurad paxaon baing carriad from a fira» J-4.4; a man raiaing hia* handa ii^ 
aurrandar aftar baing ahot by the polica» 14.1; tha covarad body of a traffic 
vlctlin» 13 JS^ a **living akalaton" fraad from a priaon camp aftar World Wa^ II» 
"13.d; tha bodiaa of 300 ^oldiara outaida a priaon caap^ 1317; an Injfant who 
aurvlvad^.,.bombing9 13.6; tha bodiaa of aavaral Amarican aoldiara Itillad in 
combat 9 1^.0; a woma^ knaaling alongaida har injurad huaband following a plana 

craah^ 12.6; and anN^urad madic caring for a wounded comrade in Viatnim» 11.9. 

♦ • * 

Three photographa ahowedperapna falling to their deatha^^and all three 
received acoraa of 11.7 to 11 •2/ Thua» they ranked 12th» 13th and^ 14th in offenalv«iiM 
A frontalJahot of a bare-br'^a.ted woman ranked 15th and had a mean acore of 10 .^2, 
By compiiriaon^ a photogra^ ahovlng a bathing beauty — a woman wearing a bikini at 
a beac^T^^rJu^d 20th » with: a' mean acore of 7 •9. 

Surpriaingly» two photographa of fainum grief ranked 19th and 21at» indicating 
that the reapondenta conaidarad them Vel'ativ^y inoffanaive. ,0na» with a mean 
acore of 8«4g abowed a woman deeping her handa to har mouth and etendlng in front 



of an apartment building damaged by a tornado. The aacond » with a meen acore of ^75 » 
ehowed the couple on a California ^eech. Group 1 reapondenta^ who were told that the 
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couplftU son had just died; gava tho lattar photograph a maan acora of 8.7» 
vhUa tha raspondants In Group 2 gava It a maan acora of 4.9. Thua» tha 
pUutograph*a overall scora would hcva riaan only allghtly ±t mll/thm raapondanta 
had baan Cold ab^ut tha deaths and tha photograph would atUl have baan conaldarad 
^ar laaa offanalva than thc^hotographa ahowlng vlalbla Injurlaa and death. 
Tha photograph considered leaat offanalva ahpwed a buffalo grating* In a' 



national forest. Reiipondents la*Croup 1 were told that the buffalo wot^d 1^ 
killed by huntera/(Mid raapondanta In Group 2 were told that It would be killed 
by rangera to prevent overgraslng In the forest. 

Five of tha photographa conalc^ered highly offenalve were alao considered 
dletaateful by a aajorlty of the respondetits. The photograph consldere<ft aost 
distasteful^ showed the dead hoodlum. Fifty-three respondents said It waa In 
"bad" or "very bad" taste or that^lt waa • Wi^e jgptaatef ul than not," whereaa 
only 27 respondenta.sald It was In 'Very good"W "good" taste or waa "nore 
tasteful than not." Other photographs^ and the number of respondente who 
considered them distasteful Included: the co/ered body of ''a traffic ^ctla, 51 1 
the women plunging to her death, from a hotel, 49; the woman being carried from a 
fire, 45;-and the bddlea of 300 coldlara, 44 (See Table 2). 

1 

The photograph of the bar^-breaated woman ranked ISth In offenalveneee; 

( 

nevertheless, 47 respo^enta said It waa distasteful. 

Conversely, the photographs conaldered most taateful and the ^^imber of 
reapondenta who ranked them in "very good" or "good" taste or "aK>re tasteful thM^ 
not" included: the buffalo, 76; the bathing beauty, 67; the injured medic treating 
a wounded comrade, 63; a child digging through aoma rubble » 62; and faeavily^Muned 
Btltiah soldlere charging down a street in Belfast t Ireland, 61* Sixty-two . 
respondents alao considered both photographs c^^l^iuman grief taateful: the women ^ 
outside the damaged apartment^ and the couple on iMCalifomia beach. Even 20 of" 

I 
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th* 3(3 Group 1 rMpond«nt. who v«r« toid th« coupl«». ^on had juat dlad con.ld.rad 

tha photograph taataful. ^ / ' , 

A majority of tha raapondanta conaldarad all but ti#o of tha photo^rapha both 
nawaworthy and powarful. Tha axcai^tlona for both varlablaa ahowad tha bathing 
baauty and tha coupia on a CallfoihiU baach. Tha photograph of tha coupla on 
tha beach alao vaa tha only ona conaldarad ".omawhat" or "v.ry" Inalgnlf leant. 

the respondents vera mora avanly divided on tha varlablea of llkablUty, 
taata.and offenalvanaaa. Neverthel.aa, 74 raapondanta aald thar llkad tha 
photograph of the buf fal^Curloualy the aacond and third moat llkabla pho.tographa 
showed persons vho were /obvloualy Injured but who ware bahlng helped by other 
persona. Sixty-two raapondents liked tha photograph of an Injured .medio helping 
another soldier, and 61 liked e photograph ahowlng a telephone llnsMn admlnlatarlng 
mouth-to-mouth resuecdCtatlon to a buddy who had touched a llya wire. 

Conversely, the photogrepha conaldarad laaat. llkabla and tha number ot ' 
"xeapondania who disliked them Indudedt the woman plunging to hai; death, 55; 
tha-dMd gangster, 54; the dovered body of e traffic victim, 47; tha victim . 
being carried from a fire, 4.4; the 300 dead aoldlara, 44; and tha bara-braaatad 
woman, 42. C- ' \ 



Scores on tl)^^ploldjj scale alao ahowad that 51 raspondenta irare of f andad . 
by ^e photMAph ahowlhg tha 300 bodlaa outalde a prlaonar of war carnp^ 46 ware 
offendefl hf the photdgreph of the dead gangster, and 43 ware offended by the 
photogreph of the j^oman ^^llng from a hotel. 
y A majority of ^e reapondanta aald newapapara ahovld publlah 16 of tha 22 

jPhotograpMa^F«ty-nlna raapondents did not wan^adltora to publlah tha 
photogTM*! ihowlng tha bare-breaata* woman, but 21 did.' Similarly, the raapondanta 
t splits to 23 agalnat publlahlng tha photograph of tha couple op the Callfdlhla 

ERIC . • ^ 



bMchy ite'to 29 EgAlnat publlahlng thm photograph of the dMd gaiigat^^ 51 to 30 
agmln^t puhllthlng^tha photograph of the voman falling from a hotalir and 47 to 33 
agalnat publlahlng the photograph of tha bathing baauty. Tha ramondanta vara 
about avanljr dlvldad (38 to 41) ovar tha photografih ahovlilg tha co^arad body of 
a traffic victim.' : \, / ^ * 

f * ■* ' .I.e. » ^ 

^Aa pragnatlttally a^ectad, "alaoat all tha acorea vera highly cprralatad vj^th 
each other.- Pover, the .only exception, vaa highly correlated |dth the varlablea' 
of nevavorthljbieaa an4 •Igolficance but appekred ta ba'aodswhat dlffarfnt than them, 
alnce^nevavorthlneaa and algnlft^ce—but not poverV-vere alao highly correlated 
vith' the otl^r variables. * i 

The coeffldenta of correlatloh^b^tveen moat pairs of the photo variables vere 
algnlf leant at p less than .001 • When the respondents In Group' 1 Here centered 
separately, the coefficients of correlation betveen the var£ableii of jpover and 
traate, pover and llk^billty, pover and offenalvenass, and pover and publlah/lton*t 
publish, vere much lover but atlll algnlflcant at p. belov .10. The "coeffldenta 
for respondents In Group 2 vere lov on three Of the varlablea. One of thoae 
three exceptions, the correlation betveen the varlablea of pover and publlah/don*t 
pub^sh, vas .37, p 4*001. The correlation betveen pover and taate for the 
re&pondenta In Group 2 vas not significant. 

The moat poverful photographf vere considered the most publlshable, bV^here 
^vere exceptloi tf (P hotos 1, 10, 15, 16 and 20). Also, all but tvo of the photographa 
(Photos 17 and 20) vere rated consistently poverful, significant and nevsvorthy. 

Kendall coefficients shov that vomen conaiderad the photographa aignlficantly 
leaa tasteful, less^lkable and more offensive than did men. The vomen in Group 1 
also tended to consider the photographa less nevsvorthy. Thus, the data aupport 
the aecond hypotheais, vhich atatad that, **Women are more likely to be of fended by 
controveraial photographa than men.** 



Ag« WM significantly correlated with the variables of significance and 
power for the respondents in Group 1, but not for the respondents in Group 2. 
Younger respondents In Group 1 considered the photographs oore significant 
and aore powerful. 

The rtt&pondentaV normal usage of the media did not al^flcantly affect 
their response to any of the photographer Thua, the data failed to aupport the 
thitd hypothesis, which stated that » ••persons who rarely uae the aedla are laore 
likely to be offended by controversial photographs than peraons who use the nedla 
•ore regularly. ^ 



Perhaps most obviously, the results confirmed earlier flndlnga that the 
public Is most upset by photographs of violence, Inijurles and. death. However, 
t|te results also revealed several additional trenda^..:^ 



The respondents were especially hbrrlf led by photogt^pha ff fires and ^Ire 
victims but were relatively tolerant photographs which showed people f aUlng 
to their deaths. Photographs of human grief clearly were not as offensive ss 
coimnonly imagined. Also, -Respondents generally liked the photographs which 
showed people helping other people, even when soofia of the victims had been 
injured. • ^ 

It did not matter whether. tl\e botty of an accident victim was covered ot 
uncovered, noj whether accident victims livef^nearby or fa;r aimy. Hovever^ photograpt 
showing accident victims who had been injured or seriously injured seemed more 
disturbing than photographs showing accident victims who had eacfiped injured or 
who had suffered only minor injuries. The respondents aleo dialiked nudity and 

f^^ publish cheesecake; however, few aaid they were offended by the 



cheesecake. 
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Because all the respondents were college students » they could not be 
considered tyjSLcal newspaper readers. Nevertheless » the fact ^hjtt they were 
most disturbed by the type^of photographii that also disturbed the respondents 
In previous studies adds credence ,to the results. 

The fact that thej^espondents in Groups 1 and 2 reacted in the same way 
even though they receded different cutllnes for thj^22 photographs suggests 
that editors cannot easily minlnize the public's. cooplaLits about the pabllcatlon 
. of controversial photographs. The photographs seem to have an Impact that cannot 

^ ' ' m - 

be altered by alterations in their cutllnes. / ^ 

Nevertheless, readers r«iy be more understanding than is generally imagined* 

. A majority/of the respondents in this study considered 20 of the 22 photographs 

n«78wof^y, and it seetns likely that a great many editors would also reject the 

two pl^otographs that were not considered newswotthy—photographs showlng^ a woman 

in ^ bikini and a couple on a beach. Moreover, a majority of the respondents felt 

t^iiit editors should publish many of the photographs which they considered distasteful 

/ unlikable and offensive. However, the respondents were unwilling to publish all the 
t ' ■ ■ ■ ■ 

photographs they considered distasteful, unlikable and offensive, apparently because 

they weighed those considerations rare heavily than do newspaper editors. 

<■ ' . 

Summary 

The authors isolated 22 variables which have concerned editors and readers 
or which seemed likely to affect their responses to controversial photographs. 
One photograph illustrating each variable was shown to 83 respondents; however, 
-the outline information accompanying those photographs varied from group to 
group. , 
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• '\ ^ ' . ■ . 

♦■ ' * 

f * 1 ■ 

- «f . ., • * 

Overall » there were no signl^lcent dlffereoces In the reectlone of respondents 
who, received the different outlines ^ jbidlcatlng that readers respoji^ed to the 
photographs ^jsheoiaelves 9 and that the photographs* meaning and Impact was not 
significantly changed by the words accompanying them. 

' As 63zpected, readers were most dlstprbed by photographs showing human 
suffering^ deatb and Injuries. Women considered the photographs less t^steful^ 
less likable and more of f enslHh than men. Younger respondents in one gxfoup 
tendied to consider the photographs^ more significant, and more powerful than 
older respondents. However, the respondents' normal media usage did not affect 
fcheir reactions to the photographs. 




D— criptloa of mtottrMh 



atn^ both aflro 
Mordorod crlnlnal 
Pinon Injur^ in fir* 
SmpMt shot by polico 
QiUttMd body^on road 
Tt—i ymi prlAoMr 
BodlM of 300 soldlMa 
Baby aurvlvaa boabltig 
Daad Aaatleaii aoldlaxia 
Plana qraah vlctlaa 
Ifeimdad nadlc^ aoldlar 
Womb falling^ to daath 
Boy falliiig from plana 
Man falling to daath 
Toplaaa vonan 

Llnaman gattlng aid 
Soldlara In Balfaat 
Child dlga in rubbla 
Survivor of tornado 
Bathing baiuty 
Conpla at baach 
Graal^ buf faltf 







Variabla 

( 




Proxinlt^ 


Tho local nttn 

If, 


MAftnlfctulA 


XWD dIxQZbSXIl 




' nan 




CSCSpSil COuvxCb 




7"yar""0ld 


jLoancxcy 


u«8« so^dip' 


FK^Momf zoa 


: Russian 


fixcanc oz xi^nry 


unujuraa 


Raca 


No aantlon 


w gn 1 > WW 


jfair KUixaci 


Bxtant of Injury 


Minor ^ 


Naimaaa 


RaQsnt photo 


Extant of ID 


^ Glvas -full ID 


Idantlty 


Botal guaft 


Idantltyr 


No nana; photo 


■ .i~ ■ 






fiinor Duma 


iwsxAby 


voaaxng carrorjaa 


Causa 


^ Batthquaka / . 


Magnltuda/grlaf ' 


Phyalcal daattga 


Juatlflcatlon 


Contaat trlnnars 


Grlaf 


Baby droimad 


Cauaa of daath ^ 


Huntars 

> 




17 

• i 
■ J 



Cc»p«ratlv« 
Ctttllm 2. 0|f«nsj£«SSS« 

Tno Chicago 

Potty thlof 

Vomma 3 

Imiocont aotQriivt ^ 4 



1 (Tl«) 
v l (Tlo) 



70-70«r-old 
Jow 

British 
InJurM 
vBlack 

l«uiy killod ' 
Sarlous 
1946 photo 
No naaa^ aga 

Fin 



No nana} f aca 
la coyarad 

Diod 

DriH 

Boaba, 

3 poraona diod 
Boouty at booch 
Cmag^ In ^ton 



5 (Tio) 
5 (Tl«> 
7 
8 
9 

U 
12 
13 
14 
15 



16 
17 
18 
19 
20 
21 



Forof try Sorvico 22 

/ 



Table 2 



Pbotosraph 


Yed/No 


Yed/No 


signiricant 
Ym/No 


1 


30/51- 


63/18 ' 


6Vl5 " 


i 2 


36/45 


.70^1, 


69i^ 


3 


42/38 


74/7 


'70/11 


. V 


- 43/38 


74/7 


75/6 


5 


40/41 


75/5 


,^5/5 , 


6 


53/27 


76/5 


75/5 


" 7\. 


60/21 


77/4 


76/5 


' . 8 ' 


37/44 


75/6 


76/5 




63/18 


74/7 


- 74/6 


10 


34/47 


44/37 


45/35 " 


U 


47/34 


74/6 


73/8 


.12 


40/42 


^ 74/7 


- 74/7 


13 


51730 


77/4 


72/9 


14 ' 


(52/19 


67/13, 


65/16 J 




27/53 ♦ 


61/20 


59/22 


16 


32/49 


67/14 


63/18 


17 


62/19 


25/56 


c, 37/4*4 


18 . \ 


61/20 


67/14 . - 


69/12' 


19 . 


51/30. ^ 


^ 67/14 


69/12 


20 


67/14' 


27/54 


42/39 


21 • 


62/19 


69/12 


72/9 ^ 


22 


76/5 


62/19 


73/8 



c 



Likable 
Yea/No 



Yea/No 



ERIC 



( 



/ 
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Powerful 
- Yea/No 


Publlah' 
. 1%8/No 


f Oy/xZ * 


• 30/41'.. 


,75/6 


48/32 


75/6 


A7/34 


73/8 


53/28 


77/3 


.. 56/24 


74/7 
78/3 


54/26 
57/24 


78/3,^ 


' 49/32 


81/0 
48/32 


64/17 
M 21/59 


• 77/4 


c*/17 


75/5 
*70/ll« 


' '52/28 , 
1 59/22 


•64/17 


57/23 


58/23 


29/52 


63/18 


30/51 


39/41 


23/58^ 


' 65/16 




67/14 


. ' ■ 
55/26 


45/35 


33/47 


72/8' 


58/23 


§6/15 


58/21 


-f 
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